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Lawrence Norton, Esq. _^ f.':':
Office of the General Counsel ,v -~ £ £
Federal Election Commission ^ r~i^^}
999 E Street, NW <* £">*
Washington, DC 20463 3

Re: 1MUR 5564
Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee

Dear Mr. Norton:

On behalf of the Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee ("DSCC"), we
submit this letter in response to the complaint filed by Wiley Brooks, dated October 3,
2004, alleging that the DSCC made illegal in-kind contributions to Tony Knowles for
U.S. Senate in violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act (the "Act").

The DSCC is a federally-registered national political party committee formed
by the Democratic members of the U.S. Senate. It raises funds in a variety of ways
through donor programs and special events to provide services for Democratic
candidates for the U.S. Senate. In the 2004 election cycle, the DSCC provided funds
and services to support a number of Democratic senate candidates. Among the many
recipients of the DSCC's support were the Alaska Democratic Party (the "ADP") and
Tony Knowles for U.S. Senate (the "Knowles campaign"), the principal campaign
committee of Tony Knowles, the Democratic senate candidate from Alaska.

The DSCC's activities in support of the ADP and the Knowles campaign
complied fully with the Act and Federal Election Commission regulations. Through a
false accounting of the facts and misleading characterizations of the law, the
complainant asserts, without providing support, that the DSCC's activities constituted
unlawful in-kind contributions to the Knowles campaign. However, as is explained
below, the complainant has not sufficiently alleged, and there is no reason to believe,
that the DSCC has violated the Act or the Commission's regulations in this matter.
The Commission should therefore dismiss the matter without delay.
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DISCUSSION

A. The DSCCs Transfers to the ADP Complied with the Law.

The complainant first asserts that the DSCC violated the Act when it
transferred funds to the ADP to support the ADP's activities. Try as he might, the
complainant cannot turn what is clearly lawful party activity into unlawful conduct.
A national party committee may transfer funds to a state party committee in unlimited
amounts. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(4). The DSCCs transfers to the ADP complied with the
law.

That the ADP eventually used these funds to support the Knowles campaign
does not make the transfer any less lawful. To the best of the DSCCfs knowledge, all
of the ADP's activities in support of the Knowles campaign were lawful party
activities carried out in full compliance with the Act and Commission regulations. No
violation of the law is properly asserted here, and none occurred.

B. The DSCC's Activities in Support of the Knowles Campaign Constituted
Lawful Party Activity.

The crux of the rest of the complaint as it relates to die DSCC is that the DSCC
undertook a number of activities during the 2004 election cycle in support of the
Knowles campaign that constituted in-kind contributions or coordinated party
expenditures not properly reported or counted against applicable limits. A closer
examination of this conclusion, and the facts and law provided to support it, reveals
that it is the product of a series of blatant misrepresentations of the facts or
mischaracterizations of the relevant law. Not a single violation is properly alleged in
the complaint, nor did any occur in this matter.

1. Neither the Facts Nor the Law Support the Complainant's Claim
that the DSCC's Television Advertisements were Coordinated
Communications in Support of the Knowles Campaign.

The complainant repeatedly misstates both the facts of this matter and the
Commission's "coordination" rules to reach his conclusion that a number of the
DSCC's independent expenditure television advertisements in support of Mr.
Knowles's candidacy were actually "coordinated communications.11 His conclusion
that that these ads should have been treated as in-kind contributions or coordinated
party expenditures is fatally flawed as a result. See Compl. at 4.

[04003-0001/DA043410.027] 12/D9/D4
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a. The Commission's Coordination Standard

Under Commission regulations, a communication benefiting a federal
candidate is a "coordinated communication/' and must be treated as an in-kind
contribution or a coordinated party expenditure, if: a) it is paid for by someone other
than the candidate or candidate's committee; b) it satisfies one of the "content"

^ standards enumerated in the rule; and c) it satisfies one of the rule's enumerated
£j "conduct" standards. 11 C.F.R. § 109.21. The provision applies to broadcast, cable,
HI or satellite communications and certain mass mailings and telephone banks. Id.\ 11
°> C.F.R. § 100.26.
Hi

<q- A communication can meet the "content" standard in a number of ways. For
O example, a communication that "expressly advocates" the election or defeat of a
00 clearly identified federal candidate will qualify, as will an ad that is an "electioneering
^ communication" under the law. An ad that is not an electioneering communication

and does not contain express advocacy will meet the standard if it: a) refers to a
clearly identified federal candidate; b) is publicly distributed within 120 days of an
election; and c) is directed to voters in the identified candidate's jurisdiction. 11
C.F.R. §109.21.

Similarly, a communication can meet the "conduct" standard in numerous
ways. An ad that is created, produced, or distributed at the request or suggestion of a
candidate will qualify, as will one in which a candidate is "materially involved" with
respect to certain decisions regarding the dissemination of the ad, such as its content
or timing. An ad will also meet the conduct standard if the benefiting candidate and
the payor share a common vendor who conveys information about the candidate's
campaign plans, projects, activities, or needs to the payor. Id.

b. The DSCC's Independent Expenditure Program

The DSCC carefully designed and implemented a program for the broadcast of
independent expenditures in accordance with the Commission's "coordination"
standards explained above. It hired an independent consultant, Paul Johnson, who
lived and worked in Shreveport, Louisiana, to run the program as an entity almost
wholly separate from the DSCC. See Declaration of Paul Johnson, attached as
Exhibit A. Entirely independently of the DSCC and its staff, Mr. Johnson supervised
and executed all creative and strategic aspects of the independent expenditure
program. He hired his own staff, designed the ads, hired and supervised the media

(04005-0001/DAD43410.027 J 12/09/04
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consultants who bought the time and shot the ads, and supervised the selection of
stations on which each ad would run and the times each would be broadcast. See id.

To ensure the ads were not "coordinated communications" under the
Commission's rule, the DSCC crafted a series of internal and external controls to
prevent the ads from meeting the "conduct" standard explained above. The primary
purpose of these controls was to ensure that strategic information from the benefiting
candidates1 campaigns was not conveyed, either directly from the campaigns or
indirectly through the DSCC, to Mr. Johnson or to his staff or agents.

Pursuant to these controls, Mr. Johnson and his staff were strictly prohibited
from contacting, or receiving non-pubb'c information from, any of the benefiting
senate campaigns or their agents, about any aspect of the candidates' campaign
strategy or political advertising. See id. These restrictions extended to the agents of
any state parties or outside groups who might have had direct contact with a
benefiting candidate. The DSCC also restricted communication between Mr. Johnson
and DSCC staff members who could have had any contact with candidates or their
campaigns. See id. Only certain DSCC staff members were permitted to contact Mr.
Johnson or his staff, and these contacts were limited. They primarily involved
administrative matters essential to facilitate the payment of vendors.

c. The Individual Ads at Issue

With this program in mind, an examination of the complainant's allegations
demonstrates that not a single one of the broadcast ads referenced in the complaint
constitutes a "coordinated communication" under the law.

i. "Alaska Story91

The complainant first claims that a 60-sccond advertisement entitled "Alaska
Story" was a DSCC ad featuring Knowles family photographs and was unlawfully
coordinated with the Knowles campaign. Compl. at 3. This allegation exemplifies
the factual inaccuracies that are found throughout the complaint. In fact, the 60-
secoud "Alaska Story" ad was paid for and produced by the Knowles campaign. By
definition, this ad could not have been a "coordinated communication" under the Act.
11C.F.R.§ 109.21.

ii. Anti-Murkowski Ad

[04005-0001SDA043410027] 12/09/04
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The complainant's claim that the DSCC coordinated a second ad, which
criticized Sen. Lisa Murkowski, is based on the DSCC's withdrawal of the ad
following the issuance of a Knowles campaign press release. Here, an application of
the law to the relevant tacts shows that no coordination occurred.

As is indicated in an exhibit to the complaint, the Knowles campaign
disseminated a press release to the general public expressing displeasure with this ad.
See Compl. Exh. J. Mr. Johnson withdrew the ad in response to the press release.
Neither he nor his staff ever discussed this matter with die Knowles campaign or any
of its agents. See Exh. A.

Contrary to the complainant's assertion, this does not constitute "material
involvement11 sufficient to meet the "conduct" standard of Section 109.21. To meet
this standard, the Knowles campaign had to have been "materially involved" in the
DSCCs decisions regarding the content, audience, means, media outlet, timing, or
duration of the ad. 11 C.F.R. § I09.21(d)(2). The Knowles campaign was not
"involved" in any of these decisions, nor does the complainant allege that it was.

That the DSCC's spokeswoman announced the DSCC's withdrawal of the ad is
inapposite. As noted above, the DSCC designed its independent expenditure program
to ensure that information governed by the coordination rules was not passed from the
benefiting campaigns to those making the DSCC's independent expenditures.
Communications from the DSCC's independent expenditure staff to its press office for
public dissemination do not implicate the concerns attendant in the Commission's
coordination regulations.

Even if the Knowles campaign had made a direct non-public request to the
DSCC that the ad be withdrawn, no coordinated party expenditure or in-kind
contribution could have occurred as a result. If, as the complainant alleges, the
DSCC's withdrawal of the ad constituted the triggering "conduct" that rendered the ad
"coordinated," see Compl at 4, the benefit to the Knowles campaign - and thus the
value of the resulting contribution or expenditure — would have been zero, as the ad
was removed from rotation.

iit Ad Featuring Alan Blevis

The complainant grossly misrepresents both the facts and the law when he
asserts that the DSCCs and the Knowles campaign's employment of the same voice
talent in their ads is evidence of "coordination" between the two entities. Compl. at 3-

(040Q3-OOOI/DA043410.027J 12/09/04
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4. To the best of the DSCCs knowledge, Mr. Blevis did not do voice work for any of
the Knowles campaign's ads. Though the complainant does not clarify why he
believes Mr. Blevis's common employment would constitute coordination if true, one
can guess that he bases this assertion on a claim that Mr. Blevis would have been a
"common vendor" pursuant to the Commission's "conduct" standard, and his
participation in the DSCCs ad rendered it a coordinated communication,

is.
^ An application of the relevant law reveals that, even if Mr. Blevis had been
^ featured in a Knowles campaign radio ad, coordination could not have occurred here.
en As is discussed below, the "common vendor" rule contains three elements, all of
*-< which must be present for coordination to exist under the law. None of the three
^ could have been present in this instance.
O
oo The first element of the rule is that the payor contract with or employ a vendor
™ to "create, produce, or distribute" the communication. 11 C.F.R. § 109.2 l(d)(4)(i).

As Alan Blevis, the voice talent the complainant alleges is the common vendor, would
have neither created, nor produced, nor distributed the DSCC ad in question, this
element could not be met. The second element - that the same vendor has rendered
any of a list of enumerated services to the benefiting candidate - would also be
lacking. 11 C.F.R. § 109.21 (d)(4)(ii). The listed services all generally concern
making decisions about the creative and strategic production of an ad. Providing
material for an ad, such as voice services, is not included in this list.

Most importantly, the third of these elements, which implicates the restriction
on information-sharing that is the purpose of the coordination rules, would uot be
present here. The third element of the rule provides that employment of a common
vendor is only problematic under the Commission's rules if that vendor conveys to the
payor information he has learned about the candidate's campaign plans, projects, or
needs, and this information is material to the creation of the ad. 11 C.F.R.
§ 109.2l(d)(4)(iii). The complainant does not allege, nor could he, that Mr. Blevis
shared information he learned about the Knowles campaign's plans, projects, or needs
with the staff of DSCCs independent expenditure program.

2. The Complaint is Riddled with False Statements and Factual
Assertions that Do Not Support Allegations of Wrongdoing.

Scattered throughout the complaint are various references to activities that the
complainant suggests present "evidence" of unlawful coordination between the DSCC
and the Knowles campaign. Even a cursory examination of this so-called "evidence"

[04005-0001/DA043410.0271 12/09/04
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demonstrates that many of these allegations are simply false, and even if true they do
not allege wrongdoing. The inclusion of these statements serves no purpose other
than to confuse the reader and hide the weakness of the complainant's legal
arguments. The Commission should not tolerate such abuse of its time and resources.

The first of these unsubstantiated attacks is the complainant's suggestion that
contributions from the ADP's chair or employees, or Knowles campaign employees,
made to the DSCC in their personal capacities, indicate "coordination" between the
DSCC, the Knowles campaign, and the ADP. Compl. at 3. This suggestion is so
groundless it borders on the absurd. The complainant seems to have fabricated the
contributions he listed here. DSCC records indicate that of the listed contributors,
only one, Leslie Ridle, has contributed to the DSCC: one $35 contribution in 1993
and another $35 contribution in 2004. Moreover, even if the statements were true,
they are legally irrelevant. Nowhere in the Commission's coordination rules is there
any implication that personal giving is at all relevant to the coordination inquiry.

The next of these attacks is the complainant's suggestion that Tony Knowles's
meeting with the DSCC and use of its facilities constituted "coordination." Compl. at
3. This suggestion is entirely unfounded in the law. No coordinated contribution or
expenditure results from party activity supporting a particular candidate if the party
committee incurs no additional incremental costs. The DSCC incurred no incremental
costs by hosting Tony Knowles at a meeting, featuring Tony Knowles on the DSCCs
website or including on its website a link to the Knowles campaign's website. When
the DSCC did incur expenses to support the Knowles campaign, these expenses were
properly reported as Section 441a(d) coordinated party expenditures or contributions,
or were paid for by the Knowles campaign. We have attached as Exhibit B to this
response copies of representative pages of the DSCC's FEC reports reflecting these
transactions. This allegation too is baseless.

Next, the complainant asserts as general support for his coordination claims
that the Knowles campaign and the DSCC made a "coordinated effort . . . to split their
[media] buys" among the Alaska public television markets. Compl. at 3. Generalized
accusations of this kind are not sufficient in a valid complaint. 11 C.F.R. § 111.4.
Moreover, in this case the DSCC purchased its media buys before the Knowles
campaign did. It could not have consulted the Knowles campaign about its buys
before making its own, and in fact did not See Exh. A. Even if it could have
consulted the Knowles campaign in advance, it would not have needed to: media buys
are public information. It is common practice for an organization making a media

[0400S-OOOI/DA043410.027] 12/09/04
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buy to consult this information when making strategic decisions about their own buys.
There is nothing illegal or sinister about this- it is routinely done.

Finally, the complainant includes as evidence of the Knowles campaign's
alleged "material involvement" in the DSCC's television ads reference to a
communication that "is apparently being produced by the DSCC which features the

o candidate." Compl. at 4. It is unclear precisely why the complainant thinks this is
K evidence of coordination. An ad can "feature" a candidate without "materially
M involving" him in it by, for example, using publicly available footage. If, however, he
o> is claiming here that the DSCC produced an advertisement in which Mr. Knowles

participated himself, that claim is entirely unsubstantiated, either in the complaint or
in fact. SeeExh.A.

CONCLUSION

The complainant has blatantly misrepresented both the facts of this matter and
the applicable law, and he reaches unsubstantiated conclusions time and time again.
In fact, no violations of the Act are actually sufficiently alleged in this matter, and
none actually occurred. For this reason and for all the reasons discussed above, the
Commission should find no reason to believe that the DSCC violated the Act in this
matter, and should dismiss the complaint without delay.

Very truly yours,

fare E. Elias
Rebecca H. Gordon
Counsel to the Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee

[04005-OOOJ/OA043410.027] 12/09/04
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DECLARATION OF PAUL JOHNSON

1. My name is Paul Johnson.

2. I worked as an independent consultant to the Democratic Senatorial Campaign
Committee ("DSCC") during the 2004 election cycle from June 1,2004 to November
4,2004 to direct, supervise and execute the DSCC's independent expenditure
program. During this period of time, I lived and worked in Shreveport, Louisiana.

3. While acting as a consultant to the DSCC, I directed and controlled all creative
^ and strategic aspects of the DSCC's independent expenditure program. 1 hired my
r-i own staff and chose the media consultants and other vendors who participated in
M creating and broadcasting the DSCCs independent expenditure advertisements.

5 4. At the direction of the DSCC, my staff and I, and all agents of the DSCC's
*r independent expenditure program, were strictly prohibited from contacting, or
° receiving non-public information from, Tony Knowles for U.S. Senate (the "Knowles
^ campaign") or any of its agents about any aspect of its campaign strategy or political

advertising.

5. At the direction of the DSCC, my staff and I, and all agents of the DSCC's
independent expenditure program, were further prohibited from contacting, or
receiving non-public information from, state political party committees or outside
groups, or agents acting on their behalf, who might have had contact with the
Knowles campaign, about any aspects of the Knowles campaign's campaign strategy
or political advertising.

6. At the direction of the DSCC, my staff and I, and all agents of the DSCCs
independent expenditure program, were further prohibited from contacting, or
receiving non-public information from, DSCC staff members who might have had
contact with the Knowles campaign, about any aspects of the Knowles campaign's
campaign strategy or political advertising.

7. To the best of my knowledge, while acting as an independent consultant to the
DSCC as described above, I did not make any contacts described in paragraphs 4,5 or
6 above, nor did I receive any information described in paragraphs 4,5 or 6 above.
To the best of my knowledge, no member of my staff or agent of the DSCCs
independent expenditure program made contacts described in paragraphs 4, 5 or 6
above, nor did any member of my staff or agent of the DSCC's independent
expenditure program receive any information described in paragraphs 4,5 or 6 above.

[/DA043430.030] 12/8/04



8. While acting as an independent consultant to the DSCC as described above, I
did not produce or participate in the production of a 60-second television ad
concerning Tony Knowles entitled "Alaska Story" and featuring photographs of Tony
Knowles's family. To the best of my knowledge, the DSCC did not produce or air
any such ad during the 2004 election cycle.

9. While acting as an independent consultant to the DSCC as described above, I
did not at any time discuss with Tony Knowles for U.S. Senate or any agent acting on
its behalf the withdrawal of any DSCC advertisement from broadcast rotation. To the
best of my knowledge, no member of my staff or agent of the DSCC's independent
expenditure program had any such conversation.

10. While acting as an independent consultant to the DSCC as described above, I
did not at any time have a conversation with Tony Knowles for U.S. Senate or any
agent acting on its behalf to determine when Tony Knowles for U.S. Senate had
purchased media time, or on what stations it had purchased media time. To the best
of my knowledge, no member of my staff or agent of the DSCCs independent
expenditure program had any such conversation.

11. While acting as an independent consultant to the DSCC as described above, I
did not receive any information from Alan Blevis about Tony Knowles for U.S.
Senate's campaign plans, projects, activities or needs. To the best of my knowledge,
no member of my staff or agent of the DSCC's independent expenditure program
received any such information.

12. While acting as an independent consultant to the DSCC as described above, I
did not produce or participate in the production of any advertisement in which Tony
Knowles personally participated.

1 declare under penalty of perjury, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, that the
foregoing is true and correct. Executed on December &_, 2004.

Paul Johns

[/DA04J430.030] -2- 12/8/04
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SCHEDULE B (FEC Form F3X)
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DMMd fcMIIMfy PMt

POAUNENUM66R:
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n» n
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gpMlnomtuehRopoiltand
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•Ml cddniM of mypoWcw oonvnMN l8iufclioDî buflon>liflffliMO>co<iiffiMM

V
/

NAMtOFGQIMTrHflRMO
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A- Tony Knowto for US Strati
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AK
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Puraotf d DUmraMntnt

,
CMct
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fer. 2004
.

PUR NBHW (LlwH WfBI» NHODMI IINHV|
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eiOHwpvAvMue

Cty
PA 19046

Candidate Contribution

. ̂

Amount of Efldi DlitaiiNniBnl WJ Pscted
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OtabuiementPor: 2004
T *i «iii 11 ii :~ "

MI0TOTAL of OtobunMmmte n* Pwa (ocNenaO

TOTAL It* Pttlotf AMI IMQI Me DM numbaron*)

68000.00

98000.00



SCHEDULE F (FEC Form 9X)
ITEMIZED COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY
POLITICAL PARTY COMMITTEES OR DESIGNATED AGENTtS)
ON BEHALF OP CANDIDAT FEDERAL OFFTCE
feU.8.C.|44H<W nttouMrionfrtt KMUNE2B OF FORM «C
NAMEOPOOMMrTTeCOnFgH) CtookV
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>NO
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Ftf Namt OMt RWI MMto MM) of BMh P^M
P80C In'Hoiae KHttnl

,NE

NnwofPtc kMl Support Hou*
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-

. 124184B I
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OMM8outfie|.JHoiiM

«^-T"V 1 QpSS-*-1."
A _ m ^ a ^^ * _ ^mmm*^<**^^^*ff**^""^^*^|*—**^p*"*"^^**^^^^^p*^9
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Hnimfr

mrand
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M H J » 0 Dl »:
A2J 1 0»i
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•n i ri"*v>
J02J i _02j ! flOOA
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.
M M f ' < 0 O I / V V V V
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TOTAL Thit ftriotf (lul (wge Ml KM fiMift* ortyj
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SCHEDULE F(FEC Form 3X)
ITEMIZED COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY
POLITICAL PARTY COMMITTEES OR DESIGNATED AQENT(S)
ON BEHALF OF CANDIDATES FOR FEDERAL OFFICE
(2U.8«C.i441«(d)) (Too* yd only byl

OF(
DtMQGNflc MMtailoJ Ownpripn GOIWVMM

tuoM&d tmnoHum by i poilooJ party oomrMn?
'XJYB8 '.'JNO

|r VBB, MMW VM OWWQMHIQ OOHMIMM!

Fun Nam* of

ZIP coda

Ful NMM (LM^ Phifti MWdto MU) of EMh PtyM

MOCkhHouMln'KM

tap

WMhlngM . . DO
NOT* off FMwtf C d̂uS'tkippomd 'diin«(MgM:. HOUM

FwmtrNiney

518.30

Ml NMN (LMt, mi MWto MM) of Etch PlyM

DSOCbvHouMkvKM

,NE
Cfly

KnotHMlony

12992.B6

nilNMW(LBMi nfl̂  M0BN IHBBp Of EftOn nQPM

OaCCtn-HouMlMOnd

HE

NMM of Fedmi CandMBM

ZlPCodi
.DC 10002

Ota Sought 1.1 HOMO I aite CO

i

;H
86.80

I t

M m / f y " r v v i
gat I 20.04 ;

ff1i30,~]

UmRRtfNd Out» QppoMnft

MDmuritanSfiv.
in KM

v » v

LWt IMitil Put t> OiiumtonCi

^pwTV>

3 MM . / ? D Df /JY V « VJ
i 03 : L_2AJ '. 20Q4 f

UmlRfiMtf DuotoOfvomnrt
Sptnang g UAC 44l»fflM41».i)

•UBTOTALof B ônolurMlNi Pagt (opfonaD. '.•<T*J!7i1'j-i-jviw'.-K.'tT•I;::1'rrr-1*'". •' •,-.:: •.

TOTAL Thta Ptriod (iMt pago ttito »>• nuMbor only)



SCHEDULE F (FEC Form 3X)
ITEMIZED COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY
POLITICAL PARTY COMMITTEES OR DESIGNATED AGENTfS)
ON BEHALF OF CANDIDATES FOR FEDERAL OFFICE r^Wan
(2U*C.|441a(d» .«•«—

i OB PUD
Dtraocnle SanMOfto) Ctmpolg
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rX*YB8 :..:NO
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Ful Noiw (Lut, Rra^ Mkldn VMHtf) of uch PiyM

ZIP Co*
PP. .,.., ao°W
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I 14* t 20.04 i

FoimorNoncy | _____

ri UnK PWNtf Out to QopofMnfi
IM£
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orm of f*n* OMdWMl
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Wi NHIM (Lotlt rHot! MUcw Mdol) of Boch Poyoo
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ZIPOedl
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.•*«•• '••• •••*
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SCHEDULE F (FEC Form 3X)
ITEMIZED COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY
POLITICAL PARTY COMMITTEES OR DESIGNATED AGENT(S)
ON BEHALF OF CANDIDATES FOR FEDERAL OFFICE
(2U.8«C.§441«(d))

LOFI
ChaCKN

'--•-• 24-hour note*natoria! Campaign

Hat your eaiwnllN tttn o
^^ 1* _-.—• — - — — — _ _ •-

vw daaiQMuMQ fioramliuac

OamocndB NaUonal CofmrittH
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Maa

Ful Namt M* Ptat MUM WMaO of Bach Fayef

D90C feivioUM In MM

D80Cta4toUMM<M

n *B >^ • •«».•• '»H f 1 I ̂  •• • • • • •/*! •

l ? t t O S I ' V Y * » .

Ofnceteught Houaa
8«naai lotatrtot

Eî tndMm tor Mh CandUalB»>

FiKNaiM (Laat. FtaL MWto MMQof EMH PiyM

OaOCta-HauatavKM

M tTI / '• o O ' / I T y v
0 5 I ' - •• " ' **«»<• •

i. Ban ait I OiaMct!

UmaRatoadOuatoOpponanra
apandtog (2 UAC 44iapy44i»-i)

SUBTOTALolBcBndlluiiaTMtPMttepdonaH.
102.10

TOTALTtib Parted (ton papa Mt ftwnumbar only) .._...,_....„„.._..,„
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SCHEDULE F (FEC Form 3X)
ITEMIZED COOftttNATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY
POLITICAL PARTY COMMITTEES OR DESIGNATED AGENT(S)
ON BEHALF OF CANDIDATES FOR FEDERAL OFFICE
(2 U.8.C. |441a(d)) (Tob«u»odontybyftao^Cuim»m«M hi ft* QoiMnl Boodon)

PAGE TO/BOO
FORUNE25QPPOHM3X

NAMEOPOOMMITTapiFiriQ

Dtfiwcrvfe ImtofUl Cmptlgn CommttM

M Nun* of Subodliwe OommlttM
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Porpote of Eî MOlturB
B««HlM^toKOMnQ

Ml Nvne Out FM. MWdto MttW) of Each Pay««

5 " n « i s o i} v v
17NafMoiFfldBralCondWkte'SupportidJ Office8ougtft| .JHOUM | SWr PA

13996.44 i pt UmRRMNdOuitoOppantnrs
^ 8pondhg(aUĴ 441«(fyM1«-1)&e«ndfhra tor flite CandUMî

)ofEachPtyM

BPCodt
oc . . toon

onmaouontl IMOUM SM»: 13.

DM* to OpponwlT*

Ml Nnw (Lttt, PM, MWflt WW) «* B^h PvyM

OSOCIivMouNliHQnd

M • I : D 0 . / • Y r V V
4 Qig..; ' .21 i ...2.004.. .Norn* of Federal CMdWrteSuppowd OfflotSouatitl IHOUM | 8Wo: AK

MsviolB loiKrtot
4.SO

LknR RaHMd DUB to OppOMM1!
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SUBTOTAlof 6»p»>dHum This P»qt (opttonaq
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TOTAL Thb Ptrtod <l*$t p«8» ttib Rno number only)



SCHEDULE F (FECForm 3X)
ITEMIZED COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY
POLITICAL PARTY COMMITTEES OR DESIGNATED AGENT(S)
ON BEHALF OF CANDIDATES FOR FEDERAL OFFICE
(2 U.S.C. §441ft(d)) (To iMUMdotity by Po«kalC«nHiiNtaM In th«0«iwrtf Election)

PAGE 1121/1123
FOR UNE 25 OF FORM a*

NAME OP OOMMTTTCB <ln Ful)

Democratfc Senatorial Campaign nlM n chtckir
24-hour no*ce

Hat ywoonwttM been designated fcitwe
coordinated eapenolftjrat by • poMcal party commit**'

S« HNO
HVCS.nDJiw(hei

(cNrtoralCommKlM

Fun Name ot Subotdlnate Committee

Mailng Address

ziPCodt

Fvfl NPM (Utt, FfeM. MMdlt MM) «f E*Ch P»ytt *iRpo§e ol ExpendHure

ilkTSiaHD CaUgav/Tyoe

CHy
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f̂ yM11™^ . '..
II

ZTCodv

WA

e^endNuretarMsCendMate^

JJ Hf l

Amount

r o! i r» * T Y j
1 ft I I 2 D-OA '
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^ UmK Rrfwtf Out to OpporiMift

RJI Nsnw (Lttli Hm, MUdto InflM) of EMh PiyM

SKiSS^•ait -Ogoiyffype
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oT Federal Candidate Supported

20002

HOUM I State ,AK
DMrteb

M M T V V V

Agpiegaie General Beaton
Expendwfe for Me CandloMB̂ 1436102 r"! UmH fWM4 Out to Oppomnr*

1-4 8p«ndlno(2U.S.C441Kiy441»-1)

Fun NHW (LMt Wni, MUdto inMM) of Etch PvjrM PurpoMOlExpenMiit
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rflODnQ In

KM
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DC 10002
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id M T'"oj i
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|_ ^ 18.75 |
^•^•fVi fti mlliiMMf ]i • r ••' * innr i n • •«.*-

~J UmnFUtaKlDuetoOpponMiri
8pan«hg(2U.9.C441Kiy441s-i)

MBTDTALof Expandtoe* Thri Page (optionti).
31CML95

TOTALTMt Ptrted QaflA page tNs Riw number only).



SCHEDULE F (FECForm 3X)
ITEMIZED COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY
POLITICAL PARTY COMMITTEES OR DESIGNATED AOENT(S)
ON BEHALF OF CANDIDATES FOR FEDERAL OFFICE
(2U.S.C.§441«(d))

UOTOTALef fapend Thfc Peo> (optenrt)
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SCHEDULE F (FECForm 3X)
ITEMIZED COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY
POLITICAL PARTY COMMITTEES OR DESIGNATED AGENT(S)
ON BEHALF OF CANDIDATES FOR FEDERAL OFFICE
(2 U.S.C. |441«(d)) (To be weed only by Pofflkol CommkMea In ttwOeMraMDjetlon)

PAGE 1761/1774
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SCHEDULE F (FEC Form 3X)
ITEMIZED COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY
POUT1CAL PARTY COMMITTEES OR DESIGNATED AGENT(S)
ON BEHALF OF CANDIDATES FOR FEDERAL OFFICE
(2 U.3.C. $441a(cQ) (To to uttd only by WNteaJ Commteaa* tnthaQan»r»lEtecUoo)

PAGE 2163/2188

NAME OF COMMITTEE (In Frf)
OomecnMlcSanatoftej Campaign Committee

; *•*; Chtck N
<:—' 24-hour notice
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FulNamt of Subotfroto Committee

Matty Addrtfti

cny State ZIP Coda
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TOTALTht» Period (test page this fine numbtr only),



SCHEDULE F (FECForm 3X)
ITEMIZED COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY
POLITICAL PARTY COMMITTEES OR DESIGNATED AOENT(S)
ON BEHALF OF CANDIDATES FOR FEDERAL OFFICE
(2U.1
NAME"OF<

PAGE 1002/1031
>OR LINE 25 OF FORM

<mM)
Oamocrafc Sanatoria! Campaign Commttaa

|7-j Chack*
-- 24-hour notk»
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Houaa In-Kind
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,
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Puipoaaof ExpandHuca
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SCHEDULE F(FEC Form F3X)
ITEMIZED COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY
POLITICAL PARTY COMMITTEES OR DESIGNATED AOENT(S)
ON BEHALF OF CANDIDATES FOR FEDERAL OFFICE
(2 U.S.C. §441l(d)) flbb»iiM< on»fcyl

PAQE 404/40B

FOHUNB1BOFFQRM

r -- CHMkff
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if YES, MfM Hit darignrihg
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
)

Tony Knowles for U.S. Senate and Leslie ) MUIf
Ridle, in her official capacity as treasurer )
(MUR| 5564|̂ |); Alaska Democratic )
Party and Marge Kaiser, in her official )

Q capacity as treasurer (MUF§ 5564, )
rsi ^^B)> Democratic Senatorial Campaign )
•H Committee and J.B. Poersch, in his )
** official capacity as treasurer (MUR 5564) )

O CERTIFICATION
eo
<NI

I, Mary W. Dove, Secretary of the Federal Election Commission, do hereby

certify that on April 03, 2006, the Commission decided by a vole of 6-0 lo take the

following actions in MUR| 5564 ^m||:

MUR 5564

1 . Find reason to believe that the Alaska Democratic Party and
Marge Kaiser, in her official capacity as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. §§ 441a(a)(2)(A), 441a(d), 441a(f), and 434(b).

2. Find reason to believe that Tony Knowles for U.S. Senate and
Leslie Ridle, in her official capacity as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. §§ 441 a(0 and 434(b) in connection with the
allegations concerning the 2004 field program operated by the
Alaska Democratic Party.

3. Find no reason to believe that Tony Knowles for U.S. Senate and
Leslie Ridle, in her official capacity as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. § 441a(f) ) in connection with the allegations
concerning advertisements run by the Democratic Senatorial
Campaign Committee.



Federal Election Commission
Certification on MUK| 5564|
April 3,2006

4. Find no reason to believe that the Democratic Senatorial
Campaign Committee and J. B. Pocrsch, in his official capacity
as treasurer, violated any provision of the Act or regulations in
connection with this matter and close the file with respect to
them.

5. Approve the Factual and Legal Analyses, as recommended in the
First General Counsel's Report dated March 1,2006.

O
rsi
rH

on*

O
CO

7. Approve the appropriate letters, as recommended in the
First General Counsel's Report dated March 1, 2006.
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Federal Election Commission
Certification on MUR| 55641
April 3,2006

Commissioners Lenhard, Mason, Toner, von Spakovsky, Walther,

and Weintraub voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

*<
/ Date Mary WJDove

Secretaw of the Commission
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